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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . No amendments to claims 1 -27 have been submitted by Applicant. 

2. Referring to the independent claims 1,14 and 27, Applicant argues that Ross does 
not disclose the limitation " storing data for a user on a secure data repository and 
operative in a first processing space inaccessible to the user 7 ' recited in claims 1 and 27. 
Examiner respectfully disagrees and points out that this limitation is explicitly taught By 
Ross. In particular Ross teaches storage of data on communication and file servers in 
column 5, lines 5-10 and 34-52. Referring to claim 14, Applicant argues that Ross does 
not disclose the limitation "transmitting at least a portion of the user data from the first 
data repository to a second data repository...". Examiner disagrees and points out that 
this limitation is met by Ross in column 5, lines 5-10 and 34-52. Referring to claims 1 
and 27, Applicant further argues that Ross does not disclose "accessing data from the 
repository to create a secure data file..." . Examiner points out that this limitation is met 
by Ross in column 5, lines 5-10 and 34-52. Examiner maintains that Ross does 
anticipate the claimed subject matter. Examiner points out that broad but reasonable 
interpretation of the claims is applied. 

3. Referring to claims 3, 4, 6, 7, 9, 18 and 20-26, Applicant states that Examiner has 
not met the burden of establishing the prima facie case of obviousness. Examiner 
respectfully disagrees and points out that the prima facie case of obviousness with 
regard to the instant claims has been established for at least the fallowing reasons: 

Ross does not expressly disclose that the report template is stored in the 
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second processing space. However, Rasansky discloses this feature (column 6, lines 
20-33). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the invention of Ross by storing the 
report template in the second processing space as per the teaching of Rasansky. 
One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do so in order to reduce 
the time it takes to generate a report by eliminating the step of transferring the report 
template data to the second processing space. 

Examiner maintains that combination of Ross and Rasansky renders the instant 
claims obvious. 

4. With respect to the independent claim 20 Applicant argues that combination of Ross . 
and Rosansky does not teach the claimed subject matter. Examiner points out that 
Ross teaches the following features recited in claim 20: 

a secure data repository operative for storing user data input (Ross, Jr. et al - 

column 5, lines 5-10 and 34-52), 

a data access program module operative for extracting report data from the 
secure data repository (Ross, Jr. et al - column 5, lines 5-10 and 34-52), 
a second data repository that is accessible via the network and operative for 
storing the report data (Ross, Jr. et al - column 5, lines 5-10 and 34-52 and column 
1 2, line 54 to column 1 3, line 21 ), 

a report template (Ross, Jr. et al - column 5, lines 5-10 and 34-52), 
a report generation program module operative for generating a report based 
upon the report data and the report template (Ross, Jr. et al - column 5, lines 5-10 
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and 34-52). 

Examiner maintains that one of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to 
to add file server functionality to the second repository CPU (Ross, Jr. et al - column 5, 
lines 5-10) or to add web server functionality to the second repository CPU (Rasansky 
et al - abstract and column 6, lines 4-32). 

5. Rejections of claims 1-27 are maintained in view of reasons and rejections 
presented herein. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 
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7. Claims 1-2, 5, 8, 10-13, 14-17, 19, and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) 
as being anticipated by Ross, Jr. et al (U5005823948A). 

As per claims 1 and 27, Ross, Jr. et al disclose steps and means for the following: 
storing data on a secure data repository (See storage of data on communication 
and file servers in column 5, lines 5-10 and 34-52. See personal ID technologies 
(i.e. smart card, single and multiple passwords, magnetic card) and "firewall" 
software in column 12, line 54 to column 13, line 5.), 
accessing data (column 5, lines 5-10 and 34-52), 

providing the secure data file (column 5, lines 5-10 and 34-52 and column 12, 
line 54 to column 13, line 5), and 
generating the report (column 5, lines 34-52). 

8. As per claims 2 and 14, Ross, Jr. et al discloses steps for the following: 

storing user data (column 5, lines 5-10 and 34-52), 

transmitting user data (column 5, lines 5-10 and 34-52), 

defining a report template (column 5, lines 34-52), 

generating a secure data file (column 5, lines 5-10 and 34-52), 

exporting the secure data file (column 5, lines 5-10 and 34-52 and column 12, 

line 54 to column 13, line 5), 

generating the report (column 5, lines 34-52). 

9. As per claim 5, in addition to the teachings applied above, Ross, Jr. et al discloses 
a step for formatting the report (column 5, lines 34-52 and column 15, lines 54-62). 
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10. As per claim 8, in addition to the teachings applied above, Ross, Jr. et al 
disclose that the second processing space is separated from the configurable network 
by a second security device (column 12, line 54 to column 13, line 5). 

11. As per claim 1 0, in addition to the teachings applied above, Ross, Jr. et al 
disclose that the data is accessed in response to a user prompt for report generation 
(column 12, lines 38-53 and column 13, lines 21-31). 

12. As per claims 1 1 and 16, in addition to the teachings applied above, Ross, Jr. et 
al disclose that the security device includes a firewall (column 12, line 54 to column 13, 
line 5). 

13. As per claim 12, in addition to the teachings applied above, Ross, Jr. et al 
disclose the generation and transmission of a notification message indicative of the 
availability of the report (column 1 6, lines 4-1 0 and 38-47). 

14. As per claims 13 and 19, in addition to the teachings applied above, Ross, Jr. et 
al disclose that the report is stored in the second processing space at least until 
accessed by the user (column 5, lines 14-20). 

15. As per claim 15, in addition to the teachings applied above, Ross, Jr. et al 
disclose that the user data is stored in the first data repository and is synchronized with 
data stored in the second data repository (column 5, lines 5-10 and 34-52). 

16. As per claim 17, in addition to the teachings applied above, Ross, Jr. et al 
disclose that the user data is transmitted from the first data repository to the second 
data repository during an automated data collection sequence (column 5, lines 5-10 and 
34-52; column 12, lines 28-33, and column 16, lines 5-10 and 38-47). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

17. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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18. Claims 3, 4, 6, 7, 9, 18, and 20-26 rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ross, Jr. et al (U5005823948A) in view of Rasansky et al 
(US005960406A). 

19. As per claims 3-4 and 20-23 and 26, in addition to the teachings applied above, 
Ross, Jr. et al disclose the following: 

a secure data repository operative for storing user data input (Ross, Jr. et al - 
column 5, lines 5-10 and 34-52), 

a data access program module operative for extracting report data from the 
secure data repository (Ross, Jr. et al - column 5, lines 5-10 and 34-52), 
a second data repository that is accessible via the network and operative for 
storing the report data (Ross, Jr. et al - column 5, lines 5-10 and 34-52 and column 
12, line 54 to column 13, line 21), 

a report template (Ross, Jr. et al - column 5, lines 5-10 and 34-52), 
a report generation program module operative for generating a report based 
upon the report data and the report template (Ross, Jr. et al - column 5, lines 5-10 
and 34-52). 

20. Ross, Jr. et al fail to expressly disclose that the report template is stored in the 
second processing space. However, Rasansky et al disclose this feature (column 6, 

lines 20-33). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the invention of Ross, Jr. et al by storing the 
report template in the second processing space as per the teaching of Rasansky et al. 
One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do so in order to reduce 
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the time it takes to generate a report by eliminating the step of transferring the report 
template data to the second processing space. 

21 . As per claims 24 and 25, while Ross, at et al discloses a second data repository 
(Ross, Jr. et al - column 5, lines 5-10 and 34-52), the transmission of the report to the 
user (Ross, Jr. et al - column 5, lines 5-10 and 34-52), a CPU coupled to a wide area 
network (Ross, Jr. et al - column 5, lines 14-20 and 34-52) and the transmission of the 
report to a medical diagnostic facility (column 2, lines 4-10), they fail to expressly 
disclose a server coupled to the second data repository. However, Ross, Jr. et al 
disclose a file server (Ross, Jr. et al - column 5, lines 5-10). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious; to one of ordinary skill in the ad at the time the invention was made to 
modify Ross, Jr. et al by using a file server as one of the CPU second repositories. One 
of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do so in order to add file server 
functionality to the second repository CPU (Ross, Jr. et al - column 5, lines 5-10) or to 
add web server functionality to the second repository CPU (Rasansky et al - abstract 
and column 6, lines 4-32). 

22. As per claim 6, in addition to the teachings applied above, while Ross, Jr. et al 
disclose a formatted report (Ross, Jr. et al - column 5, lines 34-52 and column 15, lines 
54-62), they fail to expressly disclose that the report is formatted as at least one user 
viewable page in a markup language. However, Rasansky et al discloses this feature 

(Rasansky et al - abstract, column 1, lines 54-65, column 6, lines 20-32, and claim 2). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the invention of Ross, Jr. et al by formatting the report in 
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a markup language such as HTML as per the teaching of Rasansky et al. One of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do so in order to standardize the 
format of the report for Internet distribution (Rasansky et al - abstract and column 1 , 
lines 54-65). 

23. As per claim 7, in addition to the teachings applied above, while Ross, Jr. et al 
disclose a configurable network (Ross, Jr. et al - column 5, lines 5-10, 14-20, and 34- 
52), they fail to disclose that the configurable network includes the Internet. However, 
Rasansky et al discloses this feature (Rasansky et al - abstract). Therefore, it would 

have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to modify the invention of Ross, Jr. et al by including the Internet in the configurable 
network as per the teaching of Rasansky et al. One of ordinary skill in the art would 
have been motivated to do so in order to enable the scheduling of appointments over 
the Internet (Rasansky et al - abstract). 

24. As per claims 9, 18, and 21 , in addition to the teachings applied above, while 
Ross, Jr. et al disclose the accessing of data (Ross, Jr. et al - column 5, lines 5-10 and 

34-52), they fail to disclose that the data is accessed in accordance with a 
predetermined reporting schedule. However, Rasansky et al discloses this feature 
(Rasansky et al - abstract, column 1, lines 5-11, column 17, lines 4-27, and column 18, 
lines 1-7). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the invention of Ross, Jr. et al by accessing data 
in accordance with a predetermined reporting schedule as per the teaching of Rasansky 
et al. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do so in order to 
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schedule the automatic sending of reports or announcements (Rasansky et al - 
abstract; lines 5-11, column 17, lines 4-27, and column 18, lines 1-7). 



Conclusion 

25. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Grigory Gurshman whose telephone number is (703) 
306-2900. The examiner can normally be reached on 9 AM-5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gilberto Barron can be reached on (703) 305-1830. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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